Italian and Greek immigration to the United States provide an excellent case for comparison for those interested in differential social mobility patterns. Despite many similarities in background and conditions of immigration, the patterns of social mobility for the two groups have differed markedly with respect to both education and employment. Many Greeks in the US were quick to enter the middle class, while most Italians and their offspring long remained in the working class. The vast literature on the Italian-Americans is devoted mostly to the southern Italians, who constituted about 80 per cent of the Italian immigration. Far less has been written about Greek-Americans and what has been written is not widely known. Explicit comparison between the Italian-and Greek-Americans is entirely lacking, except for a few incidental cross-references in works devoted to one of the two ethnic groups. Before we seek explanations for these diverging trajectories of Greek and Italian adaptation in America, it will be useful to look at some of the similarities between the two groups. Their processes of migration and remigration contain many analogies. Although the Greeks arrived on average somewhat later than the Italians, both Greek and Italian immigration were mostly concentrated between 1900 and 1920. The volume of emigration in terms of the population of the old country was very high in both cases. Coming from a smaller country, though, the Greeks numbered barely 10 per cent of the total of Italians in the United States.
2 Another important difference was that at least 20 per cent of the Greek migrants originated from the diaspora outside of Greece (Saloutos 1973: 390-1; see Petmezas 1995: 427-8 for a higher estimate).
3 Remigration was high, and reached similar levels for both groups; during the first decades of the 20th century about half of each group returned home (Perlmann 1988: 120, 278; Saloutos 1956 Saloutos : 30, 1973 . Similarities can also be observed in the social and cultural backgrounds of the immigrants. Like most southern Italians, the Greek immigrants were largely peasants or children of peasants. Resemblances can be seen in both the social structure (for example centrality of the nuclear household, systems of inheritance, role of spiritual kinship) and the cultural codes (for example honour and shame) prevailing in the regions of origin. In fact, southern Italy is in many ways more culturally similar to Greece than it is to northern or central Italy. This is explainable in part by the historical relations between the two regions.
The settlement process in the USA and the demographic composition of the immigrant population during the first few decades were also very much alike. Both groups settled in cities, often the same ones, such as New York and Chicago. They took up work in similar blue collar occupations like mining and railway construction (see, for example, Moskos 1980: 1-29; Sowell 1996: 163-4). Greek and Italian communities at first consisted almost exclusively of males. When women joined the men, female employment outside the home remained restricted for a long time in both cases, under the influence of similar cultural notions about the proper roles of men and women. Because the mass immigration of Italians and Greeks took place in the same historical time frame and because they established themselves in the same types of cities, the opportunity structures for both groups -understood as the general conditions encountered after immigration -may be assumed to be roughly equivalent. In the analysis to follow we concentrate on the premigration situation and the early phase of settlement in the US, roughly until 1930. We first review some interpretations of Italian and Greek mobility patterns suggested by a limited number of authors. We then present our own interpretation, focusing on several points which we consider crucial for understanding the differences.
Some interpretations of Italian social mobility
For the Italians we will examine the views of Steinberg, Sowell and Perlmann. These authors have all dealt with the Italian case in a comparative, historical perspective, making use of the existing body of literature on the Italians and, in Perlmann's case, new historical evidence. Steinberg weighs the arguments of writers who have reflected on the low regard Italian-Americans supposedly had for education (1989: 141-5) . He seeks the explanation in three factors. In the first place he points out that the immigrants came predominantly from southern Italy, where they had been peasants, and he argues that education is of little value to peasants as a means of enhancing one's own social position. Second, he observes that there just weren't many schools in southern Italy. In places where there were schools, people did make use of them. And finally he cautions that we should not just presume that 'Italian attitudes toward education were simply a carryover from Europe' (ibid.: 142). These could be attitudes typical of the working class in general, or it could be that Italians didn't have such a
